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Sir: 

Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. 41 .37 Appellants respectfully submit this Brief in support of 
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RELATED APP EALS AND INTERFERENCES 

To the knowledge of Appellant, Appellant's legal representative, or assignee, 
there are no other known related appeals or interferences that will directly affect 
or be directly affected by or have a bearing on the Board's decision in the 
pending appeal. 

STATUS OF CLAIMS 

Claims 1-85 were originally filed in the application. 

Claims 1 - 27, 50 - 68, 84 and 85 are subject to final rejection. 

Claims 28 - 49 and 69 - 83 have been withdrawn. 

Claims 2, 8, 1 1, 12, 14, 17, 27, 52, 56, 59, 60 and 62 have been cancelled. 

Claims 1, 3 - 7, 9 - 10, 13, 15 - 16, 18 - 26, 50 - 51, 53 - 55, 57 - 58. 61. 63 - 
68, 84 and 85 are under appeal. 

STATUS OF AMENDMENTS FILED SUBSEQUENT TO FINAL 

REJECTION 

No amendments were filed subsequent to the Final Rejection. 

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

The following concise explanation of the subject matter defined in each of the 
independent claims involved in the appeal refers to the page and line numbers of 
the Specification and the Figures filed on August 4, 2003. 

In one aspect, the present invention is directed to a poufable product (10) 
including at least one flat ply (12a) of flexible sheet material (12) having at least 
one side edge (16) and including at least one cord (14). (Sea, for example, 
page 6, lines 25-26 and lines 33-35 and page 7, lines 2-3 of the Specification 
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and Figs. 1 and 3). The cord is interlaced with the flat ply of flexible sheet 
material. (See, for example, page 6, lines 26-28 of the Specification and Fig. 
10). 

In another aspect, the present invention is directed to a poufable product (10) 
capable of being converted into a pouf product (1 5) including at least one flat ply 
(12a) of flexible sheet material (12) having at least one side edge (16) wherein at 
least a portion of the flat ply (12a) of flexible sheet material (12) includes a 
shrinkable material such that the flexible sheet material (12) is capable of 
bunching on itself. (See, for example, the following portions of the 
Specification: page 6, lines 25-26 and lines 33-35; page 7, lines 2-3; page 7, 
lines 34-36; and page 21, lines 1-3). 

In an additional aspect, the present invention is directed to a package of 
poufable products (10), wherein each poufable product (10) includes a flat ply 
(12a) of flexible sheet material (12) having a side edge (16), at least one a cord 
(14). (See, for example, page 6, lines 19-21, lines 25-26 and lines 33-35 and 
page 7, lines 2-3 of the Specification). The cord (14) is interlaced with the ply 
(12a) of flexible sheet material (12). {See, for example, page 6, lines 26-28 of 
the Specification and Fig. 10). 

In a further aspect, the present invention is directed to a package of poufable 
products, wherein each poufable product (10) includes a flat ply (12a) of flexible 
sheet material (12) having a side edge (16) where the flat ply (12a) of flexible 
sheet material (12) includes a shrinkable material. (See, for example, the 
following portions of the Specification: page 6, lines 19-21, lines 25-26 and 
lines 33-35; page 7, lines 2-3; and page 21, lines 1-3). 

GROUNDS OF REJECTION PRESENTED FOR REVIEW 

In the First Office Action mailed February 25, 2005, the Examiner 
comments on the claim language of independent claims 1 and 50. The Examiner 
believes the phrase "capable of being converted into a pouf product" (claims 1 
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and 50, line 1 of each) does not distinguish the product from other products 
having the same structure and different uses. The Examiner believes the phrase 
"the cord ... the cord" (claim 1 , lines 4-5) is interpreted to mean a draw string. 
The Examiner also believes it is well known that poufs or pouf products are made 
when netting or mesh-containing materials are bunched using cords, strings, 
ropes or draw strings. 

In the First Office Action mailed February 25, 2005, the Examiner rejects 
claims 1-27 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over International 
Publication Number WO 95/001 16 (hereinafter "the 00116 publication") or 
Japanese Publication No. 10192188A (hereinafter "the 10192188A publication") 
in view of U.S. Patent No. 4,108,180 issued to Moerhle (hereinafter "the '180 
patent"). 

The Examiner believes the 001 16 publication discloses netting tubes that 
are bunched using rope and that the 001 16 publication discloses products for 
cleaning. The Examiner believes the 10192188A publication discloses a bath 
scrub device made by tying cylindrical netting in its center with a string and that a 
flower shaped puff is formed. The Examiner acknowledges that neither the 
001 16 publication nor the 101 92188A publication discloses sheets that lie flat or 
bunch. The Examiner believes the '180 patent discloses reusable tampons that 
include mesh bags that have draw strings. The Examiner believes that the '180 
patent discloses that the bags can lie flat and that the bags bunch when the draw 
strings are used. The Examiner believes the references are analogous because 
they all deal with mesh-like materials that have strings, cords or ropes in or 
around them. The Examiner believes strings, cords and ropes are equivalent 
when they are used to produce bunching. The Examiner believes it would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
employ the bunching technique of the '180 patent to make poufs using the 
netting of the 001 16 publication or the 10192188A publication. The Examiner 
believes the motivation to employ the bunching technique of the '180 patent to 
make poufs using the netting of the 00116 publication or the 10192188A 
publication is found in the '180 patent where the bunching of mesh bags is 
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effected using its draw strings. The Examiner believes it is desirable to make 
poufs having bunching therein to give them the appearance of flowers and, 
thereby, render them more aesthetically pleasing. 

The Examiner also believes the use of plies of netting having different 
properties is an obvious way to modify the appearance of the poufs. The 
Examiner believes the size or denier of the netting is an obvious matter of 
design/engineering choice. The Examiner believes the use of biodegradable 
materials in the poufs is an obvious way to render the product more acceptable 
to consumers. Further, the Examiner believes the use of features commonly 
found in bath poufs is an obvious matter of design/engineering choice. 

In the First Office Action mailed February 25, 2005, the Examiner rejects 
claims 50 - 68 under 35 U,S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 001 16 
publication in view of Japanese Publication No. Q6344479A (hereinafter "the 
06344479A publication"). 

The Examiner believes the 001 16 publication discloses the conventionality 
of wrinkled bath products. The Examiner acknowledges that the 001 16 
publication fails to disclose wrinkled products made by shrinkage. The Examiner 
believes the 06344479A publication discloses composite sheets that can be 
made of shrinking yams and "water shrinked" to yield a mesh appearance and 
that the composite has a wrinkled appearance. The Examiner believes the 
001 1 6 publication and the 06344479A publication are analogous because they 
both deal with wrinkled products. The Examiner believes it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to employ the composite sheets of 
the 06344479A publication to make wrinkled bathing products (the 001 16 
publication) in order to make them appear pouf-like. The Examiner also believes 
the motivation to employ the composite of the 06344479A publication to make 
the bath products of the 001 16 publication is found where shrinkage is said to 
cause wrinkles in the composite. 

In the Appellants' response filed May 24, 2005, Appellants respond to the 
Examiner's "Claim Language Interpretation" and the Examiner's rejection of the 
claims over the combinations of: (1) the 00116 publication, the 10192188A 



PAGE 6/20 * RCVD AT 1/11/2006 3:31:55 PM [Eastern Standard Time] 1 SVR:USPTO»EFXRF-6/24 * DNIS:2738300 * CSID:9207213129 ' DURATION (mm-ss):0442 



JAN H'2006 14:35 FR KC-WDRLDUJ I DE 



9207213129 TO 915712738300 P. 07/20 



Serial No.: 10/634 t 071 
Appeal Brief 
Pages 

publication, and the '180 patent; and (2) the 00116 publication and the 
06344479A publication. 

In the Final Office Action mailed August 9, 2005 r the Examiner repeats the 
35 U.S.C. §103(a) rejections set forth in the First Office Action of February 25 f 
2005. In response to the Appellants' arguments, the Examiner believes that the 
motivation for combining the 001 1 6 publication or the 1 01 921 88A publication with 
the '180 patent comes from the desirability of providing convenient mesh bags as 
disclosed in the "180 patent The Examiner believes Col. 2, line 35 and Col. 4, 
lines 27-32 provide the motivation to combine the references. The Examiner also 
believes the motivation can come from features or drawings of a cited reference 
and not just the text. The Examiner believes that the motivation for combining 
the 00116 publication and the 06344479A publication is to make a wrinkled 
product that is textually appealing to a consumer. The Examiner believes 
increasing sales to consumers is a very strong motivation. 

In the Final Office Action mailed August 9, 2005, the Examiner also makes 
new rejections. The Examiner rejects claim 84 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being 
unpatentable over the 00116 publication or the 10192188A publication In view of 
the '180 patent for the same reasons as claims 1-27 were rejected. The 
Examiner also rejects claim 85 under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over the 001 16 publication in view of the 06344479A publication for the same 
reasons as claims 50 - 68 were rejected. 

Concise Statement of Each Ground of Rejection Presented for 
Review: 

Ground 1 . Whether claims 1, 3 - 7 f 9 - 10, 13, 15 - 16, 18 - 26 are unpatentable 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over the 00116 publication or the 10192188 publication 
in view of the '1 80 patent? 

Ground 2 . Whether claims 50 - 51 , 53 - 55, 57 - 58, 61 , 63 - 68 are unpatentable 
under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03(a) over the 001 1 6 publication in view of the 06344479A 
publication? 
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Ground 3 . Whether claim 84 is unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over the 
001 16 publication or the 10192188A publication in view of the '180 patent? 

Ground 4 . Whether claim 85 is unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over the 
00116 publication in view of the 06344479A publication? 

ARGUMENTS FOR REVERSAL 

The claims on appeal 

Claims 1, 3 - 7 t 9 - 10. 13. 15 - 16, 18 - 26, 50 - 51, 53 - 56, 57 - 58, 61 , 63 - 
68, 84 and 85 are on appeal, and are set forth in the enclosed APPENDIX 1. 

Prior art relied on by the Examiner 

In the Final Rejection, the Examiner has relied on the following art: 

International Publication No. WO 95/00116 
Japanese Publication No. 10192188A 
U.S. Patent No. 4.108,180 to Moerhle 
Japanese Publication No. 06344479A 

Arguments 

Ground 1 ; 

Question Presented for Review: 

Has the Examiner met the burden of establishing a prima facie case of 
obviousness? 

The Examiner has not met the burden of establishing a prima facie case of 
obviousness because the Examiner has not established that the cited references 
alone or in combination teach or suggest all of the claim limitations and the 
Examiner has not provided motivation for combining the references- In order to 
establish a prima facie case of obviousness, three basic criteria must be met: (1 ) 
there must be some suggestion or motivation, either in the references 
themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the 



PAGE 8/20 * RCVD AT 1/1 112006 3:31 :55 PM [Eastern Standard Time] * SVR:USPTO«EFXRF-6/24 ■ DNIS:2738300 ' CSID:9207213129 * DURATION (mm-ss):0442 



•JAN 11 2006 14:35 FR KC-WORLDW I DE 



9207213129 TO 915712738300 P. 09/20 



Serial No.; 10/634,071 
Appeal Brief 
Page 8 

art, to modify the reference or to combine reference teachings; (2) there must be 
a reasonable expectation of success; and (3) the prior art reference (or 
references when combined) must teach or suggest all the claim limitations. 
MPEP §2143. 

The combinations of (1) the 001 16 publication in view of the '180 patent 

and (2) the 101 92188A publication in view of the '1 80 patent do not teach or 

suggest all of the limitations of claim 1 . In particular, the two combinations of 

references do not teach or suggest a poufable product including a flat ply of 

flexible sheet material with an interlaced cord. The Examiner cites the '180 

patent for disclosure of this aspect of claim 1 . The Examiner mischaracterizes 

the disclosure of the '180 patent. The Examiner believes the '180 patent 

discloses that "the bags can lie flat and the bags bunch when the draw strings 

are used". The Examiner cites Col. 2 F line 27 as support for the disclosure of the 

"bags can lie flat 1 '; this portion of the '180 patent appears below: 
♦ 

25 DESCRIPTION OF THE INVENTION 

Turning now to the drawing and particular FIG. 1 
thereof, the device 10 of the present invention in dry 
compressed form is shown within a container 12 having 
a cover 14. The container forms the means by which the 
30 device 10 may be conveniently carried on one's person, 
i.e. within a purse or the like. The cover 14 preferable 

Looking at Fig. 1 of the '180 patent, neither the "container 12" nor the "device 10" 
appear to be flat Therefore, the '180 patent does not disclose a poufable 
product including a flat ply of flexible sheet material with an interlaced cord. The 
Examiner acknowledges that neither the 001 16 publication nor the 101921 88A 
publication discloses sheets that lie flat or bunch. (See . Page 6 of the First Office 
Action mailed February 25, 2005). 

In addition to not teaching or suggesting all of the limitations of claim 1 , 
the Examiner's choice of references also fails to have a suggestion or motivation 
within the references themselves to combine their teachings. The Examiner 
believes the requisite suggestion/motivation to modify the 00116 publication and 
the 10192188A publication is provided by "the desirability of providing convenient 
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mesh bags" as disclosed in the '180 patent at Col. 2, line 35 and Col. 4, lines 27- 
32. (See . Page 6 of the First Office Action mailed February 25, 2005 and Page 4 
of the Final Office Action mailed August 9 f 2005). The cited portions of the '180 
patent do not say anything about the desirability of providing convenient mesh 
bags: 

"1 i.e. within a parse or the like. The cover 14 preferable 
? forms a seal with the container 12 so a* to form a fhtfd- 
" .. tight barrier therewith in those cases, as will hereinafter 
*r be more folly explained, where it may be necessary to 
33 temporarily transport the device 10 after use* In this 
*e manner then the container serves to keep the device in 



comprising layer 18 or of similar , material so long as 

; such is capable of withstanding, the environment in 

; which they wfll be utilized without adverse affect as 
through discoloration, premature wear loss of strength 
and the like. Additional fabric layers or layer may be 

| similarly provided at the side of the body 16 proximal 

. the bunch 22, particularly in those Cases where the . 

[ bunch 22. includes a generally central positioned sec- 
ondary opening (not shown) therethrough. When not in 
use, the device 10 may be wrapped in. a compressed 
state as by encircling wraps of. the drawstring 20 about 

First, the portions of the '180 patent cited by the Examiner do not disclose what 
the Examiner says they disclose. Second, even if the '180 did disclose the 
desirability of providing convenient mesh bags, the Examiner does not explain 
how or why this disclosure would motivate one of skill in the art to modify a 
polymeric mesh sponge (of the 001 16 publication) or multiple elastic nets (of the 
1 01 921 88A publication) to arrive at the claimed invention. For at least these 
reasons, the Examiner has not established a prima facie case of obviousness 
and claim 1 is patentable over the cited references. Appellants respectfully 
request that the rejection be withdrawn. 

Dependent claims 3 - 7, 9 - 10, 13, 15 - 16 and 18 - 26 are patentable over 
the cited references for at least the reasons provided for independent claim 1. 
Further, the Examiner does not establish a prima facie case of obviousness of 
each of these dependent claims. For example, with respect to claims 3, 7 and 
1 0, the Examiner believes the "use of plies of netting having different properties 
is deemed an obvious way to modify the appearance of the poufs", but the 
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Examiner does not provide how the cited references disclose this feature. (See . 
Page 6 of the First Office Action mailed February 25, 2005; no additional 
comments are provided in the Final Office Action mailed August 9, 2005)* 
Similarly, the Examiner does not provide in either the First Office Action or the 
Final Office Action how the cited references disclose packaging where the 
packaging activates the bunching on or about the cord (claim 4); a cord fastener 
(claim 19); a flat ply of flexible material forming a mitt structure (claim 20); the 
poufable product including a handle (claim 21 ); the flat ply of flexible material 
includes a breathable material (claim 23); the flat ply of flexible material includes 
an impermeable material (claim 24); or the flat ply of flexible material includes a 
shrinkable material (claim 25). On Page 4 of the Final Office Action mailed 
August 9, 2005, the Examiner states "Applicant has argued that the dependent 
claims from claim 1 are also patentable. However, the dependent claims depend 
from claim 1 and since claim 1 is not patentable the dependent claims are not 
patentable either" This statement is nonsensical and reflects that these 
dependent claims have not been properly examined. MPEP §706.020). For at 
least these reasons, Appellants respectfully submit that dependent claims 3-7, 
9 - 10, 13, 15 - 16 and 18 - 26 are patentable over the cited references. 

Appellants request that the Board reverse the Examiner's rejection of 
claims 1 , 3 - 7, 9 - 10, 13, 15 - 16 and 18 - 26, 

Ground^: 

Question Presented for Review: 

Has the Examiner met the burden of establishing a prima facie case of 
obviousness? 

The Examiner has not met the burden of establishing a prima facie case of 
obviousness because the Examiner has not established that the cited references 
alone or in combination teach or suggest all of the claim limitations and the 
Examiner has not provided motivation for combining the references. The 
Examiner does not provide any support for how the combination of the 001 16 
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publication and the 06344479A publication disclose the "at least one flat ply of 
flexible sheet material" aspect of claim 50. In fact, the Examiner acknowledges 
that the 001 16 publication does not teach sheets that lie flat or bunch, ( See , 
Page 6 of the First Office Action mailed February 25, 2005). Similarly, the 
Examiner does not explain how the 06344479A publication discloses this aspect 
of claim 50. Even rf the combination of the 001 1 6 publication and the 06344479A 
publication taught or suggested each of the aspects of claim 50, the Examiner 
fails to identify a suggestion or motivation in the cited publications to combine 
their teachings. On Page 7 of the First Office Action mailed February 25, 2005, 
the Examiner states The motivation to employ the composite of the '479 abstract 
to make the bath products of Gordon is found in the first paragraph of the 
abstract, where shrinkage is said to cause wrinkles in the composite. It is 
deemed desirable to make bath products that are wrinkled in order to make them 
textually appealing." The Examiner provides no basis for this assertion. The 
Examiner does not provide any additional explanation of the motivation in the 
Final Office Action mailed August 9, 2005. (See , Page 4 of the Final Office 
Action mailed August 9, 2005). For at least these reasons, claim 50 is patentable 
over the 001 16 publication in view of the 06344479A publication. 

Dependent claims 51, 53 - 55, 57 - 58. 61 and 63 - 68 are patentable over 
the cited references for at least the reasons provided for independent claim 50. 
Further, the Examiner does not establish a prima facie case of obviousness of 
each of these dependent claims. For example, with respect to claims 51 , 55 and 
58, the Examiner believes the "use of plies of netting having different properties 
is deemed an obvious way to modify the appearance of the pouts", but the 
Examiner does not provide how the cited references disclose this feature. (See , 
Page 8 of the First Office Action mailed February 25, 2005). Similarly, the 
Examiner does not provide in either the First Office Action or the Final Office 
Action how the cited references disclose a flat ply of flexible material forming a 
mitt structure (claim 64); the poufable product including a handle (claim 65); the 
flat ply of flexible material includes a breathable material (claim 67); or the flat ply 
of flexible material includes an impermeable material (claim 68). On Page 4 of 
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the Final Office Action mailed August 9, 2005, the Examiner states "Applicant 
has argued that the dependent claims from claim 50 are also patentable. 
However, the dependent claims depend from claim 50 and since claim 50 is not 
patentable the dependent claims are not patentable either." This statement is 
nonsensical and reflects that these dependent claims have not been properly 
examined. MPEP §706.020). at least these reasons, Appellants respectfully 
submit that dependent claims 51 f 53 - 55, 57 - 58, 61 and 63 - 68 are patentable 
over the cited references. 

Appellants request that the Board reverse the Examiner's rejection of 
claims 50 - 51 , 53 - 55, 57 - 58, 61 and 63 - 68. 

Ground 3: 

Question Presented for Review: 

Has the Examiner met the burden of establishing a prima facie case of 
obviousness? 

The Examiner has not met the burden of establishing a prima facie case of 
obviousness because the Examiner has not established that the cited references 
alone or in combination teach or suggest all of the claim limitations of 
independent claim 84 and the Examiner has not provided motivation for 
combining the references. In the Final Office Action mailed August 9, 2005, the 
Examiner states that claim 84 is rejected for the same reasons as claims 1 - 27 in 
the First Office Action mailed February 25, 2005. The Examiner provides no 
additional comments. (See . Page 3 of the Final Office Action mailed August 9, 
2005). Claim 84 is patentable over the cited references for the reasons provided 
in Ground 1 above. In addition, the Examiner does not provide how the cited 
references disclose the "package of poufable products" aspect of claim 84. For 
at least these reasons, Appellants respectfully submit that Independent claim 84 
is patentable over the cited references. 

Appellants request that the Board reverse the Examiner's rejection of 
claim 84. 
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Ground 4: 

Question Presented for Review: 

Has the Examiner met the burden of establishing a prima facie case of 
obviousness? 

The Examiner has not met the burden of establishing a prima fade case of 
obviousness because the Examiner has not established that the cited references 
alone or in combination teach or suggest all of the claim limitations of 
independent claim 85 and the Examiner has not provided motivation for 
combining the references. In the Final Office Action mailed August 9 f 2005, the 
Examiner states that claim 85 is rejected for the same reasons as claims 50 - 68 
in the First Office Action mailed February 25, 2005. The Examiner provides no 
additional comments. (See . Page 3 of the Final Office Action mailed August 9, 
2005). Claim 85 is patentable over the cited references for the reasons provided 
in Ground 2 above. In addition, the Examiner does not provide how the cited 
references disclose the "package of poufable products" aspect of claim 85* For 
at least these reasons, Appellants respectfully submit that independent claim 85 
is patentable over the cited references. 

Appellants request that the Board reverse the Examiner's rejection of 
claim 85. 

CONCLUSION 

In view of the above Arguments, it is respectfully submitted that the 
Examiner's rejections of claims 1 P 3 - 7, 9 - 10, 13, 15- 16, 18-26, 50 - 51, 53- 
55, 57 - 58, 61 , 63 - 68, 84 and 85 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) are in error. 
Accordingly, Appellants respectfully request that the Examiner's rejections be 
reversed. Please charge the $500.00 fee, pursuant to 37 C.F.R. 41 -20(b)(2), for 
filing this Appeal Brief to Kimberly-Clark Worldwide, Inc. deposit account number 
11-0875. 
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Any additional prosecutional fees which are due may also be charged to deposit 
account number 1 1-0875. 

Respectfully submitted, 
REBECCA L DILNIK, ET AL. 

Alyssa h. Dudkowski 
Registration No. 40,596 
Attorney for Appellants 

KIMBERLY-CLARK CORPORATION 
401 North Lake Street 
Neenah, Wisconsin 54956 
Telephone: 920-721-2433 
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APPENDIX 1 - The Claims on Appeal 

Claim 1: A poufable product capable of being converted into a pouf product 
comprising: 

at least one flat ply of flexible sheet material having at least one side edge; 
at least one cord; 

wherein the cord engages is interlaced with at least one the flat ply of the flexible 
sheet material such that the flexible sheet material is capable of bunching on or 
about the cord. 

Claim 3: The poufable product of Claim 1 , further comprising a first area and a 
second area wherein the first area provides at least one different characteristic or 
property than the second area. 

Claim 4: The poufable product of Claim 1 , further comprising packaging wherein 
the packaging activates the bunching on or about the cord. 

Claim 5: The poufable product of Claim 1 , wherein the flat ply of flexible sheet 
material has a tubular structure. 

Claim 6: The poufable product of Claim 1 , wherein at least 1 the flat ply of the 
flexible sheet material comprises at least 2 two layers. 

Claim 7: The poufable product of Claim 6, wherein at least one layer one of the 
layers of the ply of the flexible sheet material provides at least one has a different 
characteristic or property than the other layers of flexible sheet material layer(s). 

Claim 9: The poufable product of Claim 1, wherein there are at least two or more 
plies of flexible sheet material. 
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Claim 10: The poufable product of Claim 9 f wherein at least one ply comprises a 
flexible sheet material which provides at least one has a different characteristic or 
property than at least one of the other plies of the flexible sheet material. 

Claim 13: The poufable product of Claim 1 , wherein the a filament size of at 
least one the flat ply of the flexible sheet material is between about 0.1 denier 
and about 10 denier- 
Claim 15: The poufable product of Claim 1 , wherein the length of each flat ply of 
the flexible sheet material is has a length of about 6 feet or less. 

Claim 16: The pouf poufable product of Claim 1, wherein the width of the cord is 
has a width between about 0.01 inch and about 1 inch. 

Claim 18: The poufable product of Claim 1 1 wherein the cord engages is 
interlaced with the flat ply of flexible sheet material adjacent at least a portion of 
the side edge of the flat ply of flexible sheet material. 

Claim 19: The pouf poufable product of Claim 1, further comprising a cord 
fastener. 

Claim 20: The poufable product of Claim 1, further comprising wherein the flat 
ply of flexible sheet material forms a mitt structure. 

Claim 21: The poufable product of Claim 1, further comprising a handle. 

Claim 22: The poufable product of Claim 1 , wherein at least a portion of the 
poufable product the flat ply of flexible sheet material is dispersible, flushable, 
biodegradable, or a combination thereof. 
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Claim 23: The poufable product of Claim 1, wherein the flat ply of flexible sheet 
material is breathable. 

Claim 24: The poufable product of Claim 20, wherein at least the mitt structure 
the flat ply of flexible sheet material is impermeable. 

Claim 25: The poufable product of Claim 1, wherein at least a portion of the 
flexible sheet material comprises the fiat ply of flexible material comprises a 
shrinkable material. 

Claim 26: The poufable product of Claim 1, wherein at least a portion of the cord 
comprises includes a shrinkable material. 

Claim 50: A poufable product capable of being converted into a pouf product 
comprising at least one flat ply of flexible sheet material having at least one side 
edge wherein at least a portion of the flat ply of flexible sheet material comprises 
a shrinkable material such that the flexible sheet material is capable of bunching 
on itself. 

Claim 51 : The poufable product of Claim 50, further comprising a first area and a 
second area wherein the first area provides at least one different characteristic or 
property than the second area. 

Claim 53: The poufable product of Claim 50, wherein the flat ply of flexible sheet 
material has a tubular structure. 

Claim 54: The poufable product of Claim 50, wherein at least 1 the flat ply of the 
flexible sheet material comprises at least 2 two layers. 
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Claim 55: The poufable product of Claim 54, wherein at least one layer of the flat 
ply of the flexible sheet material provides at least one different characteristic or 
property than the other layers of flexible sheet material. 

Claim 57: The poufable product of Claim 50, wherein there are at least two or 
more flat plies of flexible sheet material. 

Claim 58: The poufable product of Claim 57, wherein at least one flat ply 
comprises a of flexible sheet material which provides at least one a different 
characteristic or property than at least one of the other flat plies ply of the flexible 
sheet material. 

Claim 61 : The poufable product of Claim 50, wherein the a filament size of at 
least one the flat ply of the flexible sheet material is between about 0.1 denier 
and about 10 denier. 

Claim 63: The poufable product of Claim 50, wherein the length of each flat ply 
of the flexible sheet material is has a length of about 6 feet or less. 

Claim 64: The poufable product of Claim 50, further comprising wherein the flat 
ply of flexible sheet material forms a mitt structure. 

Claim 65: The poufable product of Claim 50, further comprising a handle. 

Claim 66: The poufable product of Claim 50, wherein at least a portion of the 
poufable product the flat ply of flexible sheet material Is dispersible, flushable, 
biodegradable, or a combination thereof. 

Claim 67: The poufable product of Claim 50, wherein the flat ply of flexible sheet 
material is breathable. 
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Claim 68: The poufable product of Claim 64, wherein at least the mitt structure 
the flat ply of flexible sheet material is impermeable. 

Claim 84: A package of poufable products, wherein each poufable product 
comprises: 

a flat ply of flexible sheet material having a side edge; 
at least one a cord; 
wherein the cord is interlaced with the ply of flexible sheet material. 

Claim 85: A package of poufable products, wherein each poufable product 
comprises: a flat ply of flexible sheet material having a side edge wherein the flat 
ply of flexible sheet material comprises a shrinkable material. 
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